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Tris DISCOURSE would not have been 
offered to the public, but in compliance 
with the requeſt, ene to me in 1 
. e note: 4 153 


Our 8 2 


* 3 Sin, 


H E Satigfuction, b er ee on 

Eaſter - Monday afforded your hearers, 
1 induced ſome , them, and among ſt thoſe 
Jour anonymous Well-Wiſher, to defire: to, ſee 
it in print; as. be is perſuaded it will do you 
credit, and, what is of mere conſequence, throw 
new ligbi upon that important doctrine, the 
Refurrettion. While the enemies of our Faith 
are ever infuſing their poiſon of Scepticiſm into 
the minds of the unwary, we ſhould not be too 
backward in endeavouring to mcautious 
| Youth with « an antidote. _ 


J am, 
e e eee PR 


Your very humble Servant, 


PHILALETHES. 


AM encouraged to hope, that a 
12 requeſt, intimated in this manner, 
will Gr admitted as an apology for the 
preſent publication : and T am indeed 
the more inclined to flatter myſelf that 
it will ſtand as a ſufficient excuſe, be- 
cauſe an obedience to this application 
was the only way left, of ſhewing the 
ſenſe I entertained of his and their 
favour, who have done me the ho- 
nour to make it. To all thoſe, who 
may have taken favourable notice of 
this Diſcourſe, it is therefore, with 
much grateful deference, preſented : 
with the aſſurance, that I ſhall always 


think myſelf very happy if I can ob- 


tain their approbation by the endea- 
your to deſerve it. 


Wy am, 
With much Reſped, | | 
Their very humble Servant, 


ROBERT HOLMES. 
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wo SHALL CHANGE ove VILE bete. 


15 THAT IT' MAY BE FASHIONED LIKE. 


vx HIS GLORIOUS Bop. 
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as in any paſſage of his Epiſtles. They 


are declaratory, not only of a reſurrection 
from the dead, but alſo of a reſurrection of 
the body. Although theſe tetms may be 
conſidered by Many as equivalent, yet Some 
have endeavoured to eſtabliſh a material diſ- 
tinction between them, and have according- 
ly defended the notion of à reſurrection 
from the dead, independent of the conſtituent 


fact, a reſurrection of the body. But the words 
of the Apoſtle ſeem to contradict this theory, 
and a particular enquiry into their meaning 
may poſſibly afford ſome clear inſight into 
the nature of that great truth, to which 
They: Are » ſuppoſed] 0 relate. 


en A * Now 


| N theſe words, St. Paul ſeems. to refer as 
fully and diſtinctly to the Reſurrection, 
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Nov the Faſhion of Chriſt's “ glorious 
« Body,” if it be made the ſtandard of that 
Glory, which ſhall be impreſſed on the per. 
ſon of Man by the change of his * vile Body,” 
muſt be, it ſhould ſeem, the Faſhion of Chriſt's 
raiſed Body. But conſequences can never be 
true, if premiſes are falſe. We cannot re- 
ſemble the Body of Chrift's refurreftion, if 
Chriſt be not riſen—for if He . be not riſen, 
« then is there no reſurrection. Theſe two 
points, therefore, demand properly ſome re- 
flections, introductory to that application, for 
which, it is preſumed, the Apoſtle ende 
the words of the Text. 2 


Aecenbine to a common Wand the 
credibility of the whole Chriſtian Seheme 
reſts upon the certainty of Chriſt's reſur- 
rection. That we find this miracle eonfirtned 
with ſtronger evidence, than ay other, 
therefore ſeems not the effect of accident; 
and the appearance there is, that the Provi- 
denee of God has been particularly vigilant in 
this reſpect, may be received, in the judg- 
ment of a few, as no week argument in 
* of the 22 


Turns are 00 ways 17 which the * 
bility of facts may be eſtabliſhed 3 either b 


demon- 


© + 


demonſtrating the ſtrength of that animes, 


which is produced in their favour: or by 
ſhewing the weakneſs of thoſe. arguments, 
which are infiſted on with a view to impeach 
their credit. At preſent ſome. uſe will be 
made of both theſe methods. 


Ir muſt be admitted, even by bel 
that the individual Perſon, whom Chriſtians 
_ diſtinguiſh by the titles of God and Saviour, 
fering, that His Body was openly depoſited 
in the temb. They will alſo grant, what it 
is indeed againſt their cauſe. to deny, that 
_ human precaution. was taken to make 
ſepulchre ſure.” All theſe things hap- 
2 at a time, when Jeruſalem was croud- 
ed with wotſhippers, aſſembled for the pur- 
poſe of celebrating the Paſſover, It was ne- 
vertheleſs boldly aſſerted by a Few, that this 
ame Perſon was returned to life, and that He 
„ thewed himſelf openly” among men, con- 


firming the fact of Hi His reſurrection by every 


n evidence. 


Puts appears to be a fair ſtate of FF Wa 
in fupport of which, no other conceſſions, 
han theſe, are ſuppoſed to be neceſſary, For 
e which are yet wanting, we are 
8 A 2 content 
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content to depend upon the teſtimony of 
thoſe Men, who declare that they ſeverally 
faw and heard Him, after He was riſen, and 
were continually favored with the mot pal- 

pable aſſurances of His return to a 
| i * 
Ano x e the chief of theſe, may be 
reckoned that Apoſtle, upon whom, as upon 
a Rock, it was promiſed that the Church of 
Chriſt ſhould be built. He was the moſt zea- 
lous of thoſe, who firſt aſſerted their Lord's 
reſurrection. He had made an early viſit to the 
el and upon ſtooping down, and **-ſee- 
« ing the linen clothes lying,” without find- 
ing the Body, we read that he « departed, 
aq wondering i in himſelf?” If he had embarks 
ed in any ſcheme of fraud, he needed not to 
repair to the ſepulchre for intelligence; and 
if any ſuch deſign had been adopted, and:car- 
ried into execution by the Diſciples, it was 
ſurely aftoniſhing, that the Principal among 
them | ſhould be unacquainted with their 
* or their ſucceſs. one 


| Turn appears then no danger 3 in 1 
the whole on this fingle point — it is enough 
if St. Peter uniformly perſiſted in aſſerting 
his Maſter's reſurrection. There could be no 
room either for credulity, on the one hand, 


C'S 3 


or fraud, on the other: the fact, which he 


declared, depended upon a ſpecies of evi- 


dence, neceſſarily exempt from the danger of 
miſinformation; - We muſt take his ſenſes fot 


our vouchers, and ſhall, it is apprehended; 
N n 3 to an. Wel e | 


No wala is betein uk os granted, which 
it is conceived eaſy to deny. 
aſſerted by this Apoſtle, was not any effect; 
dependent on the operation of his under- 
ſtanding—if it had been, he might, it muſt 
be confeſſed, have judged improperly — he 
might have been deceived. But it was an 
object of his ſenſes, a poſitive and perſpicu- 
ous fact. It was not the doubtful reſult of 
inference” or argument —he had no alterna- 
tive; whether he was nnn or u 
1 n. believe ĩt. LEST 


FER more ork din to be vided 
thai the aſſurance that he was ſincere, and that 
he had really ſeen, and converſed with Chriſt 
after His riſing from the dead. Now the ex- 
perience of all thoſe, who declared the reſur- 
rection of Chriſt, had been ſufficient to convince 
them, that the prejudices of their countrymen 
were highly unfavorable to their ſtory. The 


NS of their Maſter had, even before their 
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ings of St. Peter, and of the other Diſciples, 


Th 


own eyes, ſubjected Him to a cruel. death, 
which they were all even afraid to | behold, 
and much more to ſhare. From the exam» 
ple of their Lord, they had reaſon to expect 
the like ſanguinary perſecution, if they 
ſhould dare to aſſert His reſurrection. The 


bare apprehenſion of ſuffering had driven 
them all into flight, and had induced St. 
Peter to deny his Maſter in the moſt violent 
terms of abjuration : and this Apoſtle; was 
afterwards particularly aſſured, by the expreſs 
prediction of his | Maſter, that an avowal of 
the Truth, would expoſe him to the pains of 


teſtimony, under ſuch apprehenſion, it might 
be faid, ſuch certainty of ſuffering, as this, 
his ſincerity can hardly be queſtioned. Since 
very few will lay down their lives, even for 
Truth, it muſt be unreaſonable to imagine, 
that St. Peter would ſtruggle with thoſe 
very fears, which had ſo lately ſubdued him, 
and brave that death, from which he had 
fled before, in in ert of "ny 1 * 
rate Fal ſhood. > 


12 is not IE to infor. that the 2 


are, alone, ſufficient proofs of the truth of their 
wee But they ſeem to prove one thing un- 
queſtionably, 


<4 


* 
queſtionably, that the Diſoiples were fincere, 
and that they meant to aſſert no more than 
Truth; and then, if the fact, which they 
reported, depended on their ſenſes, which 
eould 258 in the preſent inſtance, be eafily 
milled, it appears not unfair to conclude, 
that their-report is true. Theſe remarks ap- 
pear ſufficientiy ſtrong to eſtabliſh three poſi- 
tions: That, St. Nees and the Diſciples 
could not be miſtaken in che identity of 
Chriſt, if they believed that they had con- 
verſed with Him after his death: — and, that 
it was their on firm belief, that they had 
coniverſed with Him after His death — and 


therefore, that Chriſt did really riſe from the 
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Tue deduction, thus inſiſted on, and eſta- 
bliſbed by Many much more ably, preſſes 
with too much force upon the mind to be 
eafily refifted. But, when direct contradiction 
could hardly be ventured upon, this inference 


has been aſſailed at a diſtance, and attempts 


have been made to weaken its credit, by re- 
ſources drawn from philoſophical theory. 
Since the reſtoration of a dead body to life 


oohẽitadicts the poſitive laws of Nature, an 


unanſwerable objection, as ſome imagine, 
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tenor of the operations of Nature, in re- 


ſpect of the dead, will overthrow the credi- 


bility of any fact, that contradicts it, if ſup- 


ported only by human teſtimony. This is 


indeed a formidable objection, and tears up 
all our evidence by the roots. But, if a re- 
ſurrection of Chriſt's Body, as breaking the 
regularity of Nature, is therefore incredible, 


ſo is alſo the raiſing of the Widow's Son by 


Elijah, and of the Shunamite's Child by Eli- 
ſha, Theſe miracles were wrought by the 
Power of God, upon the prayer of men, who 
were received as Prophets by the Jews them- 
ſelves. If then God interfered to prove the 
heavenly miflion of Elijah and Eliſha, by re- 
calling a dead body to life at their requeſt, 
there can be no great reaſon to ſuppoſe, that 
He would not work the like miracle, to eſta- 
abliſh the credit of any other Prophet, whom 
it might pleaſe Him to ſend into the world. 
No evidence then againſt ſuch a fact can be 
fairly drawn from the courſe of Nature in re- 


ſpect of the dead; the remaining queſtion 


will be ſimply, whether the fact aſſerted be 
falſe or true. | | 


Tris 1 may hos. have 1 
weight with the Jew, who might determine, 
at all adventures, to retain his acknowledge- 
. | | F : t 


f 6 


ment of the Prophets. But modern unbelie- 
vers muſt be anſwered in another manner. 
They may be reminded, that the general regu- 
larity of Nature, in all her operations con- 
cerning the dead, and this inſtance of depar- 
ture from her laws, are alike the objects of 
human ſenſes. Men ſee and know that the. 
dead remain paſhye in their graves; men alſo 
have ſeen and known, , that Jeſus. Chriſt re- 
turned from death to life. Human evidence 
is admitted as concluſive in ſupport of the 
firſt propoſition, but it is refuſed in proof of 
the ſecond. But, ſince the experience of any 
individual, during his own ſhort abode upon 
earth, carries very little evidence, that the 
courſe of Nature, in reſpect of the dead, was 
always as unchangeable, as he has ſeen it; 
to conclude that a reſurrection never hap- 
pened, becauſe it has not fallen under his ob- 
ſeanstian. ſeems particularly unfair. 


Wu en Articles of F aith become the ob- 
jects of enquiry, it is the duty of each Chriſ- 
tian to declare upon what proofs he is a be- 
liever, and to offer thus a reaſon for his own 
Faith. What has been now urged, appears 
to me ſufficient to perſuade all, whoſe un- 
belief does not ariſe rather from unreaſonable 
prejudice, than defect of evidencde. 

B TuERE 
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Furry is therefore no reaſon to infiſt 
upon many other points, that meet us at our 
firſt view of the queſtion. It is enough to 
obſerve upon the venal teſtimony of the 
Sleeping band, that they have omitted one 
point of evidence to finiſh their ſtory. They 
ſhould have teſtified, (and they were full as 
good witneſſes of this fact as of the other) 


that the Diſciples, who had ſtolen the re- 


mains of their Maſter, compleated the cheat, 
by re-animating His Body. Failing in this 
one material point, they have unfortunately 
left it to be concluded, that, even if the ſe- 
pulchre had been robbed by the hand of Man, 
yet the Body of Chriſt, thus forcibly carried 
away, was raiſed again into life by the bum 
of God. 


Ir then, as Chriſtians preſume, the Body 


of their Saviour, was raiſed from the dead, 


they have a well- founded right to expect the 
conſequences of His reſurrection. Every page 
of that Holy Book, in which the great 
Worker of this Miracle, hath conveyed his 
promiſes to the Sons of Men, will afford, to 
all ſincere enquirers, a clear conception of 
the advantages, which they ſhall hereafter 
enjoy, as the effects of it. They will feel 
their minds inflamed with affection, and 

| will 


En 


will break out, with St. Peter, in that rap- 
turous exclamation, excited by this animating 
ſubject, Bleſſed be the God and Father of 
« our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, which, according to 
His abundant mercy, hath begotten us again 
« unto a lively hope, by the reſurrection of 
« Chriſt from the dead, to an inheritance 
% incorruptible.” But the bleſſings, the 
* lively hope” of which is ſo tranſporting, 
are not natives of this cold world. Our pre- 
ſent corruptible inheritance, this c rig r- 
renne , ſhall therefore be ſucceeded by an 
incorruptible ſtate, | that ſo, . as in the firſt 
« Adam all die, in the ſecond Adam, in 
like manner, all may be made alive. 


"Ins truth, on either ſide, whether the re- 
ſurrection of Chriſt be admitted or denied, 
there appears little neceſſity to bring evidence 
in ſupport of the conſequence. The minds- 

of thoſe, who have admitted the credibility 
of the leading fact, will hardly entertain an 
objection to the inference, the reſurrection of 
the dead: and they, who deny the principal 
point, will be indifferent to the concluſion. 
Believers will readily be convinced, that, if 
Chriſt be indeed © the firſt fruits of them 
e that ſleep,” the whole harveſt ſhall, in like 
manner, be conſecrated — They will be al- 
B 5 __ tured, 


„ 


ſured, that he cannot properly be ſtiled the 
e firſt fruits” of thoſe things, which ſhall 
not be made like him. They will be confi- 
dent, that, as they are buried with him now 
in the likeneſs of his death,” they ſhall 
alſo. be raiſed with him hereafter ** in the 
1 likeneſs of his reſurrection. 


Tursx reflections, tending to vindicate the 

Acne of our Lord's reſurrection, and our | 
own, are occaſioned by the general interpreta- 
tion of the words of St. Paul, which ſtand at the 
head of this diſcourſe. But if they are only 
thus generally explained, it is not improbable 
that they will be deſpoiled of their moſt im- 
portant meaning. I proceed therefore to re- 
mark on them with another view, and to en- 
quire more particularly, what may be their 
principal application. In the ſenſe, hitherto 
"afligned to them, I have been ſheltered by 
many and great authorities; but in the follow- 
ing application of them, if a miſtake is made, 
I ſhall, it is to be feared, have the mortifica- 
tion to err alone. 


THe literal conſtruction of St. Paul's 
words would run thus: „ Who ſhall transfi- 
e gure the body of our humiliation, that it 

i | cc may 


6 
te may become conformal to the e body of his 
cc % 

In this, at firſt view, there may perhaps 
appear no material variation from -the tenor 
of the common tranſlation; and, by a figure, 
much in uſe among the Sacred Writers, 
the uſual verſion might be defended. But 
there is ſome reaſon to imagine, that the 
interpretation, now offered, either ſaves, or 
conveys more ſtrongly, the ſpirit and appli- 
cation of this animated paſſage, which the 


admiſſion of the figure might, it is probable, 


deſtroy or impair. For indeed, the ſtriking 
contraſt between the ** body of our humilia- 
ce tion, and the body of his glory,” requires 
to be wor gry. and n marked. 


Wuar the“ body of our biniliarion? is, 
with reſpect to the nature and properties of it, 
may be eaſily diſcovered: but what is “ the 
« body of his glory, What is the character 
and faſhion of it, is not ſo obvious. 


1 


IT would be ſcarcely a to ſuppoſe; 


that this great Apoſtle directed the eyes of his 
Philippian converts to a ſtandard, of which 
they were not able to form ſome idea: he would 


hardly have offered to their minds a com- 


pariſon 
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i | 
patifon of two things, unleſs it had been 
in their power to acquire ſome previous 
knowledge of both. But they, and all ſuc- 
ceeding Chriſtians, have enjoyed alike the li- 
berty of drawing information, in this reſpect, 
from the ſame pure ſource. To their ſenſes 
and to our own, the body of Chriſt's glory” 
hath, in effect, appeared the keen eye of 
Faith has 1 him into the Mount of 
Viſion, and beheld him there transfigured. 


Ir is not improbable then, that the two 
facts may be nearly allied. An enquiry into 
this alliance may throw light on the queſtion 
of the reſurrection: and by preſenting us 
with ſome material truths, reſpecting that 
miracle, may incline many to think, that the 
reference of the Transfiguration to it is na- 


n and ae. 


Bor before any inferences are made from 
that relation, now ſaid to ſubſiſt between 
theſe two facts, it is fit to mention ſome of 


the reaſons which may be l in £m 
of 8 


ST. Matthew informs us, that Jeſus took 
| «Peter, James, and John his brother, and 
« brought them up into an high mountain 

« apart, 


* 


« apart, and was transfigured before chem, 


« and his face did ſhine as the Sun, and his 


« raiment was white as the light and be- 
« bold! there appeared unto them Moſes and 
Elias, talking with Him.” It is added be- 
low, „a bright cloud overſhadowed them, 
« and behold! a voice out of the cloud, 
« which ſaid, This is my beloved Son.“ 


Sr. Mark's account contains no material 


difference; that, given to us by St. Luke, in 


ſome reſpects, is more full and particular. 
We learn from him, that Moſes and Elias 
ſtood oberes w den, and that Peter, and they, 
that were with him, «© ſaw his glory,” «vv Thy 
AOZAN avrs, namely, of Chriſt. From the 


glorious colours in which the Son of God was 


exhibited in this great viſion, it might be, 
with the moſt emphatical propriety, deno- 
minated by St. Luke, his glory.“ 1 a0zA 


aur. And by equivalent terms, one of the 
Diſciples, who was preſent in the Mount, 


refers to it, where he ſays, ſpeaking plurally 
of himſelf, tmonra fr Tys exeivs MET As 
AEIOTHTOE—and, as he proceeds, he adopts 
the very expreſſion uſed by St. Luke: AaGay 
yep, he adds, peaking of Chrift, rape Oe 
narobs TIMHN % AOZAN, Os evex;eirns r 
Tea: v od Ths ue pg di. 
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From theſe forms of expreſſion, in which 
a word, conveying a particular deſcription, 
ſo forcibly recurs, it ſcems not unlikely that 
the words of St. Paul, owpa v AOZHE any, 
carry in them an elevated ſenſe, to which 
the common conſtruction, * his glorious 


, body,” is inadequate, even if the ſtrong 


and remarkable antitheſis, before noted, be- 
tween endet 1par and dis durꝭ, although 
containing no particular reference, did not of 
itſelf demand a more diſtinct notice. 


N — X 


Bur, that the verßag af the paſſage pcs oh 
_ faithfully to preſerve this reference, will per- 


haps be concluded more ſtrongly from the 
reaſons, which further appear in ſupport of 
the relation, ſaid to ſubſiſt between the two 
miracles in queſtion. 


Ir ſeems probable, that Chriſt did not 
clearly reveal his reſurrection to the Diſciples 
till after the viſion. St. Mark repreſents the 


Apoſtles, when their Maſter mentioned his 


reſurrection, as ** queſtioning one with ano- 


ther what the riſing from the dead ſhould 


3”, 


* mean.” But when the Transfiguration had 
taken place, Chriſt, proceeded to give public 
aſſurance, not only of his death, but alſo of 


his reſurrection from the dead: and St. Mat- 


thew 


+ "wy 
* 


= „ 
thew and St. Mark, almoſt immediately after 


their deſcription of the ſcene in the Mount, 


expreſsly inform us, that He began to preach 
his riſing from the dead. 


Wap our Lord, before the Transfigura- 
tion, had caſually hinted that He ſhould *< be 
« killed,” and that He ſhould . be raiſed 
* again,”. © Be it far from thee, Lord,” faid 
St. Peter ; perhaps imagining, that to ſuffer 
and to die were circumſtances, degrading to 
his Maſter. But the Viſion in the Mount, 
to which he was, very ſoon after, admitted, 
gave him the fulleſt demonſtration, how the 
ſuffering of Chriſt ſhould be made compatible 
with his dignity, On the Mount he had 
the opportunity of hearing Moſes and 
Elias, ſpeaking of his deceaſe, Ty god 
aur, at the mention of which he had taken 
offence — and alſo of ſeeing his Maſter cloath- 
ed with that Glory, which, in his erroneous 
idea, would be deſtroyed by his ſuffering. 
Thus, according to this interpretation, the 
two points, on which our Lord had diſ- 
cCourſed, that Chriſt ſhould be killed,” and 
be raiſed again,” were, at once, fully re- 
vealed to this offended Diſciple, the former, 
by the converſation of the two perſons, ** who 
ce viſibly appeared in glory” with him; the 

C latter, 
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( 18.) 
latter, by « the body of glory, which he 
_ _ impreſſed upon the perſon of Chriſt. 


TURES E — plead, perhaps | 
ſtrongly, in favour of a connection between 
this Viſion and the Reſurrection. But this 
connection ſeems particularly implied in the 
expreſs injunction of our Lord, * tell the 
« yifion to no man, until the Son of Man be 
& riſen bun from the dead. 1 | 


rbb reſtriction is re by St. Mark; 
| avi St. Luke obſerves, that = they kept it 
« cloſe, and told no man, in thoſe days, any 
« of thoſe things, which they had ſeen.” 
The filence, which they were directed to ob- 
ferve in thoſe days,” expired at a time, when 
it became improper not to declare openly <**thoſe 
« things, which they had ſeen.” For it ſeems, 
that the prohibition to relate them, “ until 
te the Son of Manſhould beriſen from the dead, 
carried in it ſomething very like a command 
to reveal them, when He ſhould be rifen : 
and why an account of the Transfiguration 
would come with more propriety after, than 
before, the Reſurrection, is difficult to ſay, 
unleſs to tell the Viſion before the Reſurrec- 
tion, were to make it precede that fact, 
with which it was connected, and which 

| it 


"TM 
it was deſigned to illuſtrate. —Theſe* reaſons; 
ſtrengthened, as they may perhaps appear, 
by what will follow, lead me to imagine, 
that to explain the Reſurrection by the Trans- 
_ -» figuration, will be to apply that Viſion to 


one of the purpoſes, for which it was in- 
tended. | 


I PROCEED therefore to point out 2 
conſequences of that application, Which has 
been thus defended. We will ſuppoſe then 
that point admitted, with which this diſ- 
courſe. began, the reſurrection. of our. Lord 
let the conſequence of it, our own re- 
ſurrection, be taken as granted alſo; then 
immediately follows the very important queſ- 
tion, how are the dead raiſed up, and with 
« what body do they come? That they are 
_ raiſed at all, the antient Sadducees denied: 
but by modern objectors another. courſe has 
been taken. The Reſurrection of the Body 
has been admitted, but made to ſuit a philo- 
ſophical maxim, that the ſame man may here- 
after again ſubſiſt, without the re- union of 
the ſame body to the fame ſoul. The firſt ob- 
jection, that there is no reſurrection at all, 
may be left without notice, there being little 
probability that it will be admitted by many, 
or, at leaſt, openly avowed. But the laſt ob- 
G x” jection 


1 
jection is pointed with much ſubtlety, and 
muſt be obviated, before the remarks to be 


offered on the ſcene in the Mount. can have 
wy weight. 


Ir cannot be denied, that the human body 
dies, and that it ſees corruption ;” and, if 
there be a reſurrection of the dead, that it 
cannot conſiſt in any thing, except the reſcue 
of that human body from corruption. To 
fancy, with ſome, the reſurrection of an alien 
unburied body, would be to admit an abſur- 
dity, ſuch as muſt be implied in a contradic- 
tion of terms. 'The credibility of the reſur- 
rection therefore cannot be admitted imper- 
fectly, without an inſult to common reaſon, 
It is either abſolutely falſe, or poſitively true 
in the utmoſt latitude : and either God will 
not interpoſe at all to work this miracle, or, 
that ſame mouldering ſubſtance, ** faſt bound“ 
by death in the grave, ſhall « hear _ voice 
% and come forth, ai 


A RESURRECTION of this ſort, and with 
ſuch circumſtances as theſe, is referred to by 
the Prophets in their uſual exalted language ; 
% Your heart ſhall rejoice, and your bones 
„ ſhall flouriſh, like an herb, faith Iſaiah, 
* and the hand of the Lord ſhall be known 
towards 


3 


ce towards his ſervants.” Ezekiel ſpeaks more | 


plainly—that in the Spirit of the Lord, he 
ſaw * a valley full of bones, and there was a 
e noiſe, and behold! a ſhaking, and the bones 


% came together, bone to his bone, the ſi- 


te news and the fleſh came upon them, and 
the ſkin covered them above, and their 
ce breath came into them, and they lived, 
% and ſtood upon their feet.” The reſurrec- 


tion of the body, and of the ſame body, 


ſeem then to be ideas, that do not admit of a 
polhble ſeparation. | 


Bur this difficulty will hamper ſome phi- 
loſophical principles, of which many have 


been ſcrupulouſly tenacious. Attempts have 


therefore been made, either to remove, or 
cut through it. If it be indeed true, as ſome 


inſinuate, that the conſciouſneſs of the ſoul, 
which inhabits the body, is a ſufficient con- 
ſtituent of ſameneſs, then, even upon this 


venturous principle, a reſurrection cannot be 
made out, unleſs the ſoul itſelf be mortal, 


which few will be hardy enough to affirm. 


They, who take ſuch conſciouſneſs as proof 
of identity, might, it ſhould ſeem, not un- 


ſucceſsfully repair to the illuſtrious heathen 


of Samos for better information ; even his 


error would, ſo far, inſtruct them. He would 
tell 
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tell them, that although his ſoul; had retain- 


ed her conſciouſneſs, under three ſucceſſive 
bodies, yet that he felt, and nominally diſ- 
tinguiſhed himſelf, as a different perſon un- 
der them all. Identity of man can never be 
preſerved, unleſs by retaining that union of 
matter and ſpirit, of body and ſoul, which 
always enter into the compoſition of human 
nature: and until we learn, how to ſeparate 
ſubſtances without breaking their union, we 
ſhall be obliged, if we admit a reſurrection 


at all, to expect the re-union of that com- 


pound ſubſiſtence, which muſt form the iden- 
* of man. 


Bur here another objection ſtands in the 


way, which by ſome has been ſtrongly enforced. 


The changeful and corruptible body of man, 
when by death ſubjected to the loweſt ſtate 
of corruption, paſſes rapidly into numberleſs, 


and perhaps ſtill more periſhable, atoms, till 


they, having been continually hurried through 
various ſtages of conſiſtence, are at length 
confounded in an abyſs of matter, or totally 
evaporated. But to ſuch objectors, the voice 
of reaſon will cry, Silence and. Shame ! — 
Who will venture to affirm, that God will 


not, or if He will, that He cannot, exert 


as much power in 5 as He daily 
exerts 


— —„U 


„ 

exerts in preſerving, the identity of man ? 
For it ought not to be forgotten, that, in a 
tranſitory and periſhable being, ſuch as is that 
of man, never, as Holy Writ emphati- 
cally deſcribes him, « continuing in one ſtay,” 
his identity can in no wiſe be made out upon 
philoſophical, that is, upon abſolute and per- 
fect principles. And yet, the common ſenſe 
of mankind offers no objection to the iden- 
tity of man, while he lives, and holds out in 
his own perſon a —— of that 
idea, upon which ſome have ventured to de- 
fine it. An humble mind may acquieſce in a 
negative notion of identity, becauſe, as it 
ſeems, in a fading ſtate, and in reſpect of a 
frail being, who * dies daily,” none of a po- 
fitive kind can be formed. Quod non eſt 
« aliud, eſt idem, may very poſſibly be a 
ſafe maxim, and ſuch as will conduct an en- 
quirer into the nature of the Reſurrection, as 
far as human underſtanding can penetrate. 


ALL theſe obſervations, and many more to 
the like purpoſe, will be ſtrongly confirmed, 
if that application of St. Paul's words, of 
which it remains to peak more particularly, 
be well founded. | 


Tur Text ſets forth, that in eonfiquritcs 
of 


(a4 ) 


of that power, which ſhall “ transfigure,” 


riod, the body of our humiliation,” 
a likeneſs to Chriſt's body of glory” ſhall 
be induced, and made to ſuperſede our for- 
mer faſhion, 91am & owudle na, We ſeem 
obliged to infer from theſe words, that 
« Chriſt's body of glory” is the archetype, to 


which our raiſed, and therefore transfigured, 


body ſhall be conformed. But if, as the 
Scripture every where teaches, our bodies 
ſhall again live, only in conſequence of the 


miracle, that Chriſt's body was previouſly 


raiſed, it will with reaſon be expected, that 
the raiſed body of man, ſhould, as before ob- 
ſerved, be the likeneſs of the raiſed body of 
Chriſt. Was therefore, it will now be aſked, 
the raiſed body of Chriſt, the body of his 
glory? This queſtion is in this place fo 
very important, that it demands a direct an- 
ſwer. The body, which our Lord carried 
back into life, was that, which he had borne 
about before his death, and was the ſame in 
which he had been “ transfigured” —it was 
indeed his body, but naked, and ſtript of 
glory. For the fact of his identity was ſo 
very material, that it alone required abſo- 
lute demonſtration ; and nothing could fully 
aſcertain it, but the moſt palpable aſſurance. 


It was therefore neceſſary, that Chriſt ſhould | 


plainly 


6 
plainly ſhew himſelf in ſubſtance, nature, 
and faſhion, the ſame individual, which the 
ſenſes of men had always repreſented him, 
For this cauſe his wounds were made to re- 
main on his body — For this cauſe he ſhewed 
himſelf ſubject to his former infirmities, as 
ſtill material and paſſible. He received, at 
his own requeſt, from the hands of his Diſ- 
ciples, a piece of a broiled fiſh and an 
% honey- comb, and did eat before them.“ 
What could be the conſequence of ſuch ex- 
hibitions of himſelf, but the certainty, that 
te the Lord was riſen indeed?“ But when he 
thus manifeſted himſelf, for the purpoſe of 
convincing the Apoſtles that he was riſen, 
what marks or impreflions of glory were 
then diſtinguiſhable on his perſon? Having 
carried to the grave ooue xr, did he 


then, when raiſed, appear to have n 
back owe neuf 7 


Wukx Mary ſaw him in the garden, there 
was nothing about his appearance, that did 
not juſtify her in ſuppoſing him to be the 
gardener; ſhe knew him, as it ſeems, by his 
voice. The two Diſciples in the road faw 
nothing in his perſon, but what would very 
well ſuit the character of a © ſtranger at Je- 
« rufalem.” "_ would aſſuredly have 
f 8 i D | "I 
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( 26 ) 
known him, if «their eyes had not been 
« holden.” Indeed, it was impoſſible for the 
keeneſt ſenſes to diſcover a difference, be- 
tween what Chriſt then was, and what he 
had been—and therefore the end of his con- 
tinuance upon earth, after his reſurrection, 
was fully anſwered ; inconteſtable evidence 
was thus given, that his body was delivered 
from the bonds of death. But this body 
of Chtiſt' was only ſo far glorious, as the 
triumph over death had made it, but it was 
not his body of as of referred to in the 
Tn 17 . | 


ST. Matthew informs us, that the eleven 


| Diſciples, probably upon the meſſage deli- 
vered to the women, who were returned from 


the ſepulchre, went up *« into a mountain of 
„ Galilee, where Jeſus had appointed them” 

it may be to the very place, where he had 
been transfigured, and“ there they ſaw and 
* worſhipped him.” There were three of 


the number, who, if the body of Chriſt, then 


exhibited to their ſenſes, was not the ſame, 


which had been cloathed with glory in the 
mount, were, as it muſt be ſuppoſed, capa- 


ble of deteCting the difference. But there 


-was indeed no' difference—it 1s certain that 
Chriſt did retain the fame body, although un- 


adorned. 


6 


adorned with that faſhion of glory, with 
which they had ſeen it arrayed. The Diſ- 
ciples, who had been favored with a fight 
of his former appearance in glory, being at 
length aſſured of his reſurrection from the 
dead, were bound to tell the viſion” to their 
brethren, who were now alſo become capable 
of underſtanding, and applying. it - properly. 
And from that application a ſyſtem of evi- 
dence would ariſe, too ſtrong and deciſive to 
be reſiſted, and no doubt would remain, either 
that the dead are raiſed up, or “ with what 
te body” they do come. | 


Wurd Chriſt led up the three | Diſciples 
into the mount, a perfect knowledge of his 
perſon and faſhion was, no doubt, impreſſed 
on their ſenſes — the ſame knowledge of him 
ſubſiſted, during the continuance of the viſion, 
and after it. It is evident, that they diſtin- 
guiſhed their Maſter, from the two, who ap- 
peared in the mount with him: and there 
ſeems reaſon enough to conclude, that they, 
and St. Peter in particular, diſtinguiſhed the 
two Prophets from each other. If this ſup- 
poſition be true, we-ſeem obliged to confels, 
that in the perſons. of them all, there re- 
mained that portion of abſolute identity, 
which was neceſſary to convince the Diſci- 
| | IF 3 ples, 


— ww 
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ples, even although their earthly, by this 
heavenly overpowered, was „ heavy with 
1c ſleep,” that the three great perſons, whom 
they ſaw, were the ſame, to whom the titles 
of Jeſus, . Moſes, and Elias, had been always 
x5 008 id aſſigned. | 


AGAIN: we read that the faſhion of 
Chriſt's countenance was changed, and that 
© his raiment became white as ſnow.” Not 
only his raiment, but alſo his features and 
perſon, paſſed under an extraordinary change. 


The change was attended with ſuch ſplendid 


marks of glory, that it wrought on the be- 
holders the moſt aweful impreſſion, „for 
they were fore afraid.” Theſe ſtrange ſen 

ſations had not affected them, before the com- 
mencement of the viſon, and when the glo- 
rious appearance ceaſed, the effects, which it 
had wrought on them, expired alſo : they 
4 looked round, and ſaw Jeſus ſtanding alone 
« with themſelves.” Their ſenſes, from the 
time of aſcending into the mount, to the in- 
ſtant of deſeending from it, had obſerved 
enough of their Maſter, to diftinguiſh accu- 
rately the two ſeveral changes made in him, 


when he put on glory; and when he laid that 


glory down: and, even when Chrift was 
cloathed with Hiv-body: af glory, they hailed _ 
him, 


( 29 ) 
him, Lord; and Maſter, as knowing him to 
be the fame perſon, whom they had always 
honoured with thoſe titles. The conclufion 
in this reſpect ſeems obvious, that Chriſt's 
form of glory was aſſumed, and continued on 
his perſon, without deſtroying his identity 
or in other words, that even under a change 
from bodily humiliation to bodily glory, he 
appeared ſubſtantially the ſame. And we 


ought to conclude in like manner of the _ 
ſons of Moſes and Elias. edt 


Denn : it is ollble, that the dite 
rence of that glory, which was ſtamped u 
the Prophets, who ſtood with Chriſt in the 
mount, might be ſufficiently ſtriking to diſ- 
tinguiſh them from the great One. But it 
does not appear that this difference was fo 
fignal, as to affect, in any forcible and lively 
manner, the ſenſes of the Diſciples. On 
the contrary, the likeneſs between the three 
_ appearances of glory, induced St. Peter to 
_— fimilar notions of them all: / Let us 
te build here three tabernacles, he cried, one 
« for Thee, one for Moſes, and one for 
Elias, intending, as it ſeems, to pay them 
all an equal honor.—Here then, on this holy 
mount, were exhibited to the eyes of the 
Apoſttes, mere men, like themſelves, wear- 
ing 


( © } 


ing a glorified form, like to that' faſhion of 
glory, in which their Lord then appeared: 
they ſaw owua T15 TH Hews "Mea, elan ride 
prevev, eis 79 tyEvioF oy ouupooPoy eri Ths — aur, 
ſo trans figured as to be conformal to the body 
of his glory. 


O CE more: it ſhould be remembered, 
that one of the two Prophets, who appeared 
in glory on the mount, „ had never ſeen 
« death”—and as, in the perſon of Moſes, 
the buried part of mankind are repreſented 
under an aſſumed body of glory, ſo alſo, in 
the perſon of Elias, the like repreſentation 
was made of thoſe, who ſhould be found 
alive, and remain unto Chriſt's coming. In 
one word; a change from humiliation to 
glory ſubſiſted in this viſion, without deſtroy- 
ing the perſonal identity of any, who ſub- 
mitted to it: and this change was the copy 
of that faſhion, which was ſeen in the body 
of Chriſt's. glory; and it was exhibited in 
perſons, who could ſeverally ſtand as the pro- 
ow 1 of men, — and dead. 


„Tus we are enabled to W more 
fully the reaſoning of St. Paul on the reſur- 
rection of the body, It is ſown a natural 
$5 hody, it is raiſed a ſpiritual body —it is 
« ſown 


1 
— 
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« ſown in diſhonour, it is raiſed in glory“ 
and “ as we have borne,” in our body of hu- 
miliation, the image of the earthy, we ſhall 
ce alſo bear, in the body of our glory, ce the 
image of the heavenly, S ervans, of him 
that is in heaven, for fleſh and blood can- 
* not inherit the kingdom of heaven.“ 


AND now all objections to the credibility 
of the reſurrection of the ſame body ſeem to 
loſe their effect. This great viſion will in- 
form men, that it is very poſſible to the hand 
of Omnipotence ſo to modify matter, as to 


induce change, without deſtroying identity, 


and to preſerve the ſameneſs of a body of hu- 
miliation, even when it is transfigured to a 
body of glory. Theſe ſeeming contrarieties 
having once been thus viſibly reconciled by 
the mighty working of God, who alſo 
has promiſed in Scripture to raiſe the body, 
it ſeems to be the duty of man, to reſt aſſured, 
that, at the reſurrection, - identity and er 
ſhall be made conſiſtent again. 


FroM what has been ſaid, it appears cer- 
tain, that the article of the Chriſtian church, 
aſſerting the reſurrection of the body, that is; 
as it claims to be underſtood, of the ſame 

e is” * and therefore true. It 
| ſeems 


1 

ſeems moreover to reſult from the compari- 
ſon, now made between theſe two important 
facts, that it was one great end of the trans- 
figuration of Chriſt, to give ample informa- 
tion in reſpect of the reſurrection; and to 
prevent miſtakes, which might be, and partly 
have been, made in that point of doctrine, by 
arguments drawn from that body of Chriſt, 
in which he appeared after his reſurrection, 

which was not, truly and pts his body 
of glory. 


| And now, with what pity will the Chriſ- 
tian philoſopher look back upon the ſages of 
the heathen world, hurried from one wild 
and fantaſtic-opinion to another, without find - 
ing any point, on which even their own 
minds could fix with ſatisfaction? He will 
caſt a forrowful retroſpect to thoſe ages of 
error, when the exiſtence of God was doubted 
or denied, and Chance was ſet up in his place, 
as a being, fit to govern, and able to ſupport, 
the world, perhaps even to eternity. He will 
not wonder, that even the nature of man 
ſhould, in thoſe days, be utterly unknown. 
But while he pities, he will, at the ſame 
time, venerate thoſe good men, who attempt - 
ed, in that age of ignorance, to correct and 
> eee of mankind. They com- 
ry bated, 
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bated, he will obſerve, many popular errors, 


and by diſperſing their own improved ſyſtems, 


endeavoured to lead the minds of men to a 
better conception of moral and phyſical truth. 
But, in regard to moral truth, the founda- 
tion, upon which they were obliged to build, 
was neceſſarily weak and inſecure. Inſtead of 
conviction and certainty, which alone can 


juſtify any opinions, they could ſubſtitute 


only probability and conjecture. After the 
moſt, induſtrious and extenſive enquiry; after 
having conſulted the prieſts of Egypt and 
other countries, even the Samian fage return- 


ed unable to comprehend the nature of man. 


In his notions of the ſoul, he was ſtrangely 
viſionary ;. in reſpect of the body, he was ur- 
terly uninformed. | 


Tux body, it was certainly known, muſt 
die; men lived, according to the philoſophi- 


= 1 of the times, PYFaproy xexrnu}Þo: 


It was then a very obvious idea, that, 
— death, the body would be loſt for ever 
in the maſs of that corruptible matter, which 
originally compoſed it. Accordingly, as it 
appears, the Samian philoſopher proceeded 
upon this notion, and, after the ſeparation of 
the ſoul from it, left the body unregarded. 
He aſſigned the ſame ſoul es to dif- 
E _ ferent 
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U 
ferent bodies by his fanciful theory of _tranſ- 


migration, which was adopted by many of 


his followers, and admitted, in part, by the 
Phariſees; in the time of our Lord. Indeed 


A total diſregard to the body ſeems to be the 


principle upon which this doctrine was found- 
ed. And, if the body, as he probably thought, 
had no better concern in the compoſition of 
human nature, than to lend a vehicle to the 
ſoul in a temporal ſtate, it was not indeed 
of any conſequence, how many ſucceſſive bo- 
dies the ſoul ſhould, upon any hypotheſis, be 
fancied to inhabit. It is indeed true, that 
this philoſopher held the doctrine of a future 

life; and this idea was defended by none of 
his followers more warmly, than it was by 
him, whom the oracle pronounced wiſeſt of 


men. The moſt lofty effuſions of his great 


ſcholar, are nevertheleſs only ſpeculations on 


the Immortality of che Soul. 


Tur meditations upon a. which ſome 
antient ſages have left behind them, breathe 
indeed a ſpirit and energy, that may ſeem ex- 
traordinary for the feelings of heathens: but 
they appear to reſt upon a very defective 
principle. That death will deliver man from 
human evil, is indeed no more than a negative 
benefit; and that it will reſcue à free and 

heavenly 


B 
heavenly ſoul from the groſs ſervitude, to 
which it is ſubjected by the body, is indeed 
the truth, although not the whole truth. But 
their footing muſt have been unſure, if they 
had ventured further. They were not au- 
thorized to contemplate death, as carrying 
the ſoul to a better ſtate of being, in which it 
might happily ſubſiſt in union with the body, 
purified from thoſe carnal tendencies, which 
had before made it the impediment of the 
ſoul. This was a ſcene, diſcoverable only by 
the enlightened eye of Faith, and, of courſe, 


« far above out of the ſight” of heathen mo- 
raliſts. 


W x are certain that the reſurrection of 
Chriſt has cleared up all human doubts, by” 
making the two diſtant periods, now and 
hereafter, to paſs under our view; and by 
exhibiting as clear a proſpect of the faſhion 
and form of man under the latter of theſe 


periods, as human ſenſes enjoy under the 
former. 1 


Tux Chriſtian Gee may therefore take his 
ſtand as upon a rock, and contemplate the 
preſent and future ſcene of things with calm- 
neſs and ſecurity. Being aſſured, that his 
preſent exiſtence ſhall be followed by an eter- 
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upon death without diſmay. He will be'vi- 00 g 


. gilant in preſerving: that intereſt, which i 


given do him in a better world. He wy labour; 
to maintain the purity cf his ſoul, that it 
may be more highly prepared to reliſh the 

_ ſweet of heavenly happineſs ;: and to worſhip 
the Lord with an unpolluted body, that it 
may hereafter, with — c ad- 
mit a KLIN form. 
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